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an aiitecedent world, and accept as probable
the unbroken sequence of development from
the nebula to the present time."

When I was seven or eight years old, I came
across an article in Chamber^ Journal upon
Plateau's experiments with rotating oil-drops,
and their bearing on the nebular hypothesis. I
was highly delighted with this, and made notes
of it on the fly-leaves of a book of Bible stories.
My nqtion was that creation was precisely a
large Plateau's experiment. Now I am pretty
sure that this unfortunate circumstance retarded
my knowledge of the nebular hypothesis by
some years, because it gave me an idea that I
knew all about it already.

Besides the nebular hypothesis, there are
otter doctrines about the origin of the world
tffcfch it seems undesirable to have taught to
our children. One1 is an iccount of a wet
beginning of tilings, after which the waters
were divided by a firm canopy of sky, and the
dry land appeared underneath. Plants, and
animals, and men, were successively formed by
the word of a deity enthroned above the canopy.
Another account is of a dry beginning of things,
namely a garden, subsequently watered by a
mist, in which there were no plants until a man
was put there to till it This man was made from

1 See   that   admirable   book,    Tht Bible for   Young  People
(Williams and Norgnte, 1873).
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